REMARKS 


In the Amendment dated August 8, 2005, claims 22 and 25 had been canceled 
without prejudice and replaced by new claims 28-30, which are now pending. 

Claims 22 and 25 stood rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over certain claims of USP 
6,571,410, USP 6,073,283, USP 6,030,300, USP 6,220,265 and USP 6,073.643. In 
response. Applicant respectfully submits that new claims 28-30 are patentably distinct 
from the claims in these patents because independent claim 28 recites parallel frame 
members. In contrast, none of the claims in USP 6,571,410, USP 6,073,283, USP 
6,030,300, USP 6,220,265 and USP 6,073.643 recite parallel frame members. 

In addition, new claims 28-30 are distinguishable from USP 5,732,759 to Wang 
("Wang") because Wang does not teach or suggest parallel frame members. 

In light of the above, new claims 28-30 are submitted to be distinguishable over the 
cited prior art, and are submitted to be in condition for allowance. The Examiner is 
encouraged to phone the undersigned if there are informal matters that can be resolved 
in a phone conversation or by Examiner's Amendment. 

Respectfully Subrnjfied, 


^ymofid Sun 
Attorney for Applicant 
12420 WoodhallWay 
Tustin, CA 92782 
Tel: 949-252-9180 

Dated: January 3, 2006 


I hereby certify that this paper and its enclosures are being deposited with the 
United States Postal service as First Class Mail in an envelope addressed to the 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on the date 
shown below. . ^ /^y^^^^""^"^ 
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